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to dispossess the Council of its functions which
by Statute they are entitled to exercise. . . . We
have been informed by two members of the Governor-
General's Council that according to their recollections
the Council were never consulted as to, nor were they
privy to, the campaign in Mesopotamia. ... If the
old practice of having recourse to an official
despatch had been adopted, and a despatch had
been written at the outset with the full authority
of the Secretary of State in Council, conveying to
the Governor-General the rumours* and the nature
of the doubts which had arisen as to the condition
of the wounded, and such despatch had been
received by the Governor-General in Council,
the circulation of such despatch amongst both
Councils would have accelerated an investigation
and prevented a great deal of the distress and
suffering which occurred during that period. . . ,
As the Council of the Governor-General was not
consulted, It is clear they cannot be held responsible
for what occurred in the Mesopotamia campaign.
On the Viceroy and the Commander-in-Chief must
rest the sole responsibility." *

We see here the results of the policy of turning
the Council out of doors in matters of foreign policy,
and the auricular use of private telegrams and
letters to whisper in the ear of the Viceroy (and.
Lord Morley obviously availed himself very largely
of these informal communications) is one of tHe
instruments of that policy. The parochial view of
her Imperial responsibilities which India took
during the Mesopotamia campaign is, to my
mind, very largely the result of the denial to heir-
* Report of the Mesopotamia Commission, pp. 102-3.